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This study explores the impact of parent-child
relationship, socio-economic level and parental absence on
delinquent behaviors in juveniles. It attempts to determine
if there is a significant relationship between the three
independent variables and the dependent variable. A random
sampling of 47 youth was conducted in studying the
relationship.
The major findings in the study conclude that there is
a significant impact of parent-child relationship, socio¬
economic level and parental absence on delinquent behaviors
in juveniles.
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Maladjustment and delinquent behavior of children and
adolescents are among the most serious problems of our
society. These children and adolescents need to be helped
to avoid asocial behavior. Deviant behavior cannot be
treated alike in all children due to the different
circumstances under which it occurs.^ A child may be
encouraged by family and neighbors, according to community
mores. Under the same conditions of deviant behavior a
child may be brought to a social agency or child guidance
clinic, and another may be denounced to the police, arrested
and cited before the juvenile court. There are many
essential factors that determine what happens to the
delinquent child, such as, parents' economic status, customs
of the local community, and cultural patterns of the social
group to which the child belongs.
There are many theories concerning the causes of
delinquency. Some theories deal with the biological and
hereditary influences of the child. Others focus on
delinquency as a learned behavior based on deviant patterns,
^Walter A. Friedlander, Introduction to Social Welfare




isolated from common, legally accepted behavior, and
nurtured by the surrounding culture.^
Another important theory in the cause of delinquency is
that of the deviant subculture. This theory required
certain forms of delinquent activity that are essential for
the performance of the dominant roles supported by the
subculture.
There is the criminal subculture characterized by
illegal money-making activities and often providing a
stepping-stone toward adult criminal careers. The conflict
subculture is dominated by gang fighting and acts of
violence, and the retreatist subculture is marked by the
prevalence of drug use and addiction.^
The cause of delinquency may be classified into three
groups: 1)Individual factors; 2) home factors; and 3)
neighborhood factors. In working with delinquents, it is
important to understand the impact on delinquency of a
child's family environment in association with certain
traits they possess. These are parental absent of either
parent, socioeconomic level, and the parent-child
relationship.
^Ibid., p.37.
^Hugh Barlow, Introduction to Criminology (Boston:
Little, Brown and Company, 1984), p.74.
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There are many studies on deviant behaviors in
juveniles, but only a few attempt to show the impact of
parental absence, socioeconomic level and parent-child
relationships on delinquent behavior in juveniles. This
paper identifies these variables and their relationships to
delinquent behavior.
Statement of the Problem
There are three trends in the study of relationships
between family background variables and juvenile
delinquency. One direction is offered by the psychosocial
viewpoint which focuses upon maladaptive styles of family
relations. Research proposes that stressful family
relations produce children who are susceptible to the
influences of negative forces in society, which in turn can
lead to delinquent behavior.^ Other researchers suggest
that children who become juvenile offenders are exposed to
socialization routines which are characterized by weak
parent-child attachment which fail to instill in children
concern about the consequences of their behavior on others.
Another direction is the relationship between
socioeconomic level and delinquency. It has been found that
predicting behavioral differences across social positions
are difficult to test in modern societies. If this is the
'^Steven A. Anolik, ’’Family Influences Upon Delinquency:
Biosocial and Psychosocial Perspectives,” Adolescence, Vol.
18 Nos. 69-72, (1983), p. 163.
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case, it is not possible to entertain the same expectations
with respect to the relationship between class and crime in
both modern and developing societies. Nor is it surprising
that controversy should arise due to a discrepancy in
findings involving studies made in modern societies.
Braithwaite did a study of self-reported juvenile crime, all
of which found that lower class juveniles were not more
criminal than middle class juveniles.^
In the study of family structure effects on
delinquency, the correlation of non-traditional family
circumstances with low-socioeconomic level and minority
group membership complicates analysis that is conducted
across social subgroups. Census statistics linking family
structure and poverty are even more striking and indicate
that the number of children living in homes where the father
was absent more than doubled from 1960 to 1975.^ It has
been found that the broken-home relationship to delinquency
could therefore be a spurious one. The concern is that
there might be a relationship between social class and a
tendency to report inappropriate and/ or trivial events. If
such a relationship exists, it could indicate that self-
^Joseph B. Axenroth, "Social Class and Delinquency in
Cross-Cultural Perspective," Journal of Research in Crime
and Delinquency, Vol. 20-21 (1983-1983), p. 119.
^Margaret Farnworth, "Family Structure, Family
Attributes, and Delinquency in a Sample of Low-Income
Minority Males and Females," Journal of Youth and
Adolescence, Vol. 13 (1984), p. 59.
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reported offense items do not provide a standard stimulus
for respondents. In this case, what is included or not
included as a delinquent offense is any count of offenses
might vary by class and thus render class comparisons
inappropriate.^
The last direction focuses upon the issue of parental
absence and its relationship to delinquent behavior in
juveniles. The relevance of the factor of parental absence
to the development of juvenile delinquency has been
indicated by many previous investigations. It has been
found that a niomber of delinquent youths come from homes in
which there was a noticeable lack of one parent or the
other. It has been hypothesized that fathers play a
significant role in the moral development of a child,
especially of a male. In situations in which the father is
absent, a male child cannot be exposed to the father’s
behavior and his moral values and so experience difficulties
in moral development.^ There is much speculation concerning
the effect on the delinquency of children reared in mother-
dominated homes. In a study it was obvious that in about
half the homes of both the delinquents and non-delinquents,
^Delbert S. Elliott, "Social Class and Delinquent
Behavior in a National Youth Panel," Criminology, Vol. 21
(1983), p. 120.
®James Daum, "Fathers' Absence and Moral Development of
Male Delinquents," Psychological Reports, Vol. 53 (Aug./Dec.
1983), p.55.
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the mother rather than the father was the "head" of the
family.^
This study is to examine the effect of the following
variables that could affect delinquent behavior in
juveniles: (1) parent-child relationship; (2) socioeconomic
level; and (3) parental absence.
Statement of the Hypothesis
There is no significant relationship between parent-child
relationship and delinquent behavior in juveniles.
There is no significant relationship between parental
absence of either parent and delinquent behavior in
juveniles.
There is no significant relations between social class and
delinquent behavior in juveniles.
Operational Definitions
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY; Antisocial or criminal behavior by
children or adolescents such as assault, burglary, truancy,
and minor possession of alcohol or drugs.
JUVENILE DELINQUENT; A child or adolescent who exhibits
antisocial or criminal behavior ranging from the ages of 6
to 16.
ANTISOCIAL; Opposed to or interfering with the social
order.
JUVENILE; Young, youthful; not fully developed; not yet
adult; ranging from the ages of 6 to 16.
SOCIOECONOMIC LEVEL: A person's social and economic level
in reference to their annual income.
PARENTAL ABSENCE; One of both parents are not living within
the household as a result of separation, divorce, or death.
^Friedlander, Introduction to Social Welfare, p.36.
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PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIP; Interaction between parent and
child, be it good or bad.
FAMILY; Persons related by blood or marriage; relatives;
kinfolk.
TRIVIAL EVENTS; Ordinary or commonplace events.
Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study is to determine the effect of
the following variables that could affect delinquent
behavior; parent-child relationship, socioeconomic level,
and parental absence of either parent. The objectives are
as follows;
1. To investigate the relationship between father absence
and moral development of male delinquents.
2. To study the relationship of female-dominated
households to delinquency.
3. To investigate the relationship between social class
and a tendency to report inappropriate and/or trivial
events.
4. To determine the family background variables that most
accurately predict delinquency as well as serious and
repeated juvenile criminal activity.
5. To understand delinquency in both males and females.
6. To explore whether delinquent boys have less favorable
family relationships than non-delinquent boys.
7. To examine the family relationships of delinquent and
non-delinquent youths.
8. To show that family backgrounds play a key role in the
etiology of juvenile delinquency.
Limitations
1. The study will be limited to juvenile offenders between
the ages of 6 to 16.
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2. This study will be limited to secondary information and
questionnaires on juvenile delinquency.
3. The study will be limited to juvenile offenders who
come through the Cobb County Juvenile Court.
CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
Literature regarding the issue of delinquent behavior
is in existence, but very few articles examine parent-child
relationship, socioeconomic level, and parental absence as
they collectively impact delinquent behavior in juveniles.
A search for material relating to these three areas
consisted of much outdated material which will be used in
giving a historical overview of the literature. For logical
presentation the review of literature will be divided into
three subheadings: 1) Parent-child relationship and
delinquent behavior; 2) socioeconomic level and delinquent
behavior; and 3) parental absence and delinquent behavior.
Parent-child Relationship and Delinquent Behavior
Most delinquent acts do not just happen, they develop
over a period of time out of a process or a series of
stages. Some delinquent acts, such as vandalism or crimes
of personal violence, often begin without the person's
intending to commit the act, but the act builds up
interaction with other persons. Each act of each party is
in some measure dependent upon the previous action of the
other party. The outcome of such an interaction process is
9
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a joint product of both.^ Family life is the most important
interaction contributing to juvenile delinquency. Among
social workers, administrators, and academic specialists,
"family" theories in etiology have long been prominent.
Their feeling has been that, of all social background data,
the more important influences are those in operation for a
long period of time. The most important influence covers
the earlier years of childhood, namely the home and family.^
Empirical support of family theories in etiology in
general had been so voluminous that it was almost
unnecessary in 1950 to provide certain documentation.
Representative of such support is the Gluecks' study of 500
institutionalized boys, and a control group of identical
members, which concluded that the kind of relationships that
existed in a home between the boy and his parents had far
more to do with delinquency than whether he lived in a slum
area or grew up among conflicting cultures, or had a high or
low intelligence quotient. They maintained that if the
child's family life was "adequate," the chances were only 3
in 100 that he would become a delinquent.^
^John Lofland, Deviance and Identity (Englewood Cliffs,
New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1969) p. 79.
^Milton Barron, The Juvenile in Delinquent Society (New
York: Alfred Knopf Inc., 1956), p. 132.
^Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency (New York: The Commonwealth Fund, 1950), p. 130.
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Unsatisfactory parent-child relationships have long
been suspected of causing delinquency. The theory is that
the child engages in delinquent and other antisocial
behavior as a result of parental failure in socialization of
the child. Industrialization and urbanization have brought
on individualization in the home and have promoted the
decline of the family common objectives without offering
substitute forms for the socialization of the child.
Excessive family mobility is generally accompanied by
an increase in delinquency. Family mobility means that the
child lacks identification with the community. Maud Merrill
claimed that her delinquent sample was significantly
differentiated from her control group in this respect.
Nearly half of the delinquents she studied were either
indifferent or antagonistic to their community. The non¬
delinquents, on the other hand, were found to be much more
likely to identify themselves with the community.^ Thus
juvenile delinquency is believed to involve a breakdown in
the emotional attachment between parent and child and a
minimizing of the child’s sense of responsibility to the
community.
A study begun by Herbet Zucker began with the
hypothesis that affectional identification with the parent
is deficient or lacking in the delinquent child. A
^Maud A. Merrill, Problems of Child Delinquency
(Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1957), pp. 87-88.
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delinquent group and a non-delinquent group of 25 boys each,
from two different public schools in Manhattan, were
studied. The two groups were approximately equivalent in
age, race, socioeconomic background, and tested
intelligence. The delinquents, in comparison with non¬
delinquents, tended to show less affectional attachment to
their parents, to exhibit less regard for the welfare of
their parents, to retaliate against their parents more often
by engaging in disapproved behavior, and to obey parents
less often.^
Delinquents have reported that their fathers punish
more than their mothers, fathers favor daughters, and
mothers favor sons. A popular although controversial theory
is that excessive mother love (momism) and overprotection of
the child produce personality traits that lead to delinquent
behavior. Rebellion against the father is caused by these
mother-child relationships. The father is actually an
accomplice because he fosters the development of such
behavior by giving the mother free rein in the care of the
child, there by allowing the overprotection of the child to
develop unchecked. When the father permits the situation to
continue for a time and then tries to check it, rebellion by
the child almost inevitably follows.®
^Herbert Zucker, "Affectional Identification and
Delinquency," Archives of Psychology No. 286 (1953), pp.
133-135.
®Barron, The Juyenile in Delinquent Society, p. 132.
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Representative theories and research associated with
the biosocial and psychosocial explanations of juvenile
delinquency in the context of the family have been reviewed.
One such study was conducted by Steven Anolik in which he
found that biological, psychological and social factors are
determinants of parent-child relations in the development of
delinquency and that biosocial and psychosocial theories of
delinquency must be considered before a full meaning of
delinquent conduct can be reached.^
The literature for the most part has shown that
delinquents have less favorable relationships than non¬
delinquents, and that poor family relations is a
precondition of delinquency. Agnes Ng concluded this
finding in a study conducted to explore the connection
between the quality of family relations and delinquency.®
It was hypothesized that delinquents come from families
without personal integrity, with unfavorable parent-child
relations and with minimal socioeconomic resources. The
discriminant analysis performed on summary findings support
the hypothesis. Leonard Weller conducted a similar study
using a significantly different type of population.^
"^Anolik, Family Influences, p. 165.
®Agnes Ng, "Family Relationships and Delinquent
Behavior," Columbia, DSW October, 1980, p.39.
^Leonard Weller, "Family Relationships of "Problem" and
"Promising" Youth," Adolescence Vol. 18, Nos. 69-72 (1983),
p. 16.
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Neighborhood criteria rather than official court and police
records were used to identify delinquents and non¬
delinquents. All the youth were in the lowest social class
and 78 percent of the sample were black.
Researchers have related numerous demographic,
individual, and family relationship variables to adolescent
criminal activity. Several family relationship measures
have been significant predicators of adolescent and family
arrest records. Cindy Hanson evaluated which of the above
variables most strongly predicted repeated and serious
arrests among juvenile of fenders. From her findings
socialized-aggressive disorders, as rated by the parents,
were the most consistent and powerful predictor of serious
and repeated arrests among male adolescents. In examining
family relations and the above variables it has also been
hypothesized that girls would report significantly stronger
family bonds and significantly lower delinquency than boys.
Rachelle Cantor explored this idea in examining sex
differences in family bonds as a possible explanation of sex
differences in self-reported delinquent behavior.The
expected sex differences in family bonds were not observed.
Family bonds are modestly correlated with delinquency, but
^^Cindy Hanson, "Demographic, Individual, and Family
Relationship Correlates of Serious and Repeated Crime Among
Adolescents and Their Siblings," Journal of Consulting and
Clinical Psychology Vol. 52, (August, 1984), p. 32.
^^Rachelle Cantor, "Family Correlates of Male and
Female Delinquency," Criminology Vol. 20, (1982), p. 29.
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at comparable rates for males and females, and with evidence
of their greater association among males in many cases.
Studies in group homes have shown that behaviors
suggestive of a reinforcing relationship with an adult and
of adult teaching are inversely related to self-reported
delinquency among group home adolescents. Adolescents
living in natural family settings completed several self-
report measures of delinquency and drug use to determine
whether their perception that parents or peers disapproved
of their drug use and delinquency would make them less
likely to engage in such behavior.Interactions between
boys and their parents were directly observed and rated for
talk, proximity, social teaching, and negative interaction
behavior. Results suggested that perceived approval or
disapproval by parents and peers is related to delinquency
and drug use among adolescents.
In the past, parent-child relations as a factor in
delinquent behavior has been considered almost exclusively
in terms of the parent’s attitude toward the child.
Presumably, this is important, but its importance is
^^Patrizia Braukmann, "Natural Family Interactions and
their Relationship to Drug Use and Delinquency," Paper
presented at the Annual Convention of the American
Psychological Association, (Los Angeles, California August
24-26, 1981)
^^Ivan Nye, Family Relationships and Delinquent
Behavior (Westport, Connecticut; Greenwood Press, 1973),
p. 69.
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exaggerated if only children who are institutionalized
rather than all who commit delinquent acts are studied.
The generalized attitude of an adolescent toward his
parent is logically related to each type of social control.
Hartshorne and May found that the conceptions of ■ right and
wrong held by children paralleled those of parents much more
closely than those of any other group.Through intimate
and continuing contacts parents become the most crucial
agents in the internalization of the mores. If the child
rejects the agent it appears unlikely that the
internalization process would be effective as long as the
parent is involved.
Indirect controls, or those which the child exercises
because of a desire to please or reluctance to hurt or
disappoint the parent, are clearly related to his acceptance
or rejection of the parent. The child possessing a strong
affectional identification with the parent is extremely
reluctant to injure the parent or the parent's image of
himself.Conversely, the child who definitely rejects the
parent may indulge in delinquent behavior with deliberate
intent to injure the parent. Adolescents falling toward the





The effectiveness of direct controls, those of
restrictions, supervision, and punishment, are least
affected by affectional identification with parents.
Evasion of and actual rebellion against direct controls
might be expected to be less frequent, however in cases in
which there is an accepting relationship towards parents.
Another way of analyzing the family's role in deviant
behavior is to separate the institution of the family into
two entities: family relationships—how family members feel
and act toward one another; and family structure--the
ascriptive variables that place the child into the total
society. The quality of family relationships may be a more
important variable in the cause of deviant behavior than
family structure.
Most sociological studies deal with the outward
structure of the family, its size. its social class, its
location. or its cohesiveness. Yet the structural
variables, influential as they may be to the child's
development, fail to answer the question of why all children
in a high delinquency area are not delinquent, or why one
child among several in a family avoids delinquent behavior.
Delinquency may be a group phenomenon, but deviant behavior
is still determined by individual choice, whether tentative
l^Ibid.
^^Edward Eldefonso, Law Enforcement and the Youthful
Offender (New York: John Wiley and Sons, 1978) p. 130.
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or purposeful.^® Few parents teach their children deviant
behavior, yet home conditions seem to play a large role in
the child's acquiring of deviant values. Sutherland, who
claimed that deviant behavior was learned, discussed five
-processes by which home conditions are related to
delinquency:
1. The child may assimilate by observation within the
home an attitude regarding respect or disrespect
for the law, as well as the attitudes and behavior
patterns of deviancy.
2. Parents determine the geographic location and
social class of the home within the community.
3. The parents also make value judgments determining
prestige of other's behavior.
4. A child can withdraw or be driven from an unhappy
home, and the resulting isolation increase
delinquent associations.
5. The home may be neutral and fail to teach the
child inhibitions against delinquency.^^
Socioeconomic Level and Delinquent Behavior
According to police, court, and institutional
statistics, juvenile delinquents include a disproportionate
number from families of lower socio-economic status. For
example, the occupational distribution of the parents of 761
delinquents in Passaic, New Jersey, was compared with the
distribution of all male and female members of the "labor
force" in the community. In the delinquent sample,
^®Ibid.
^^Sutherland, Principles of Criminology, p. 225.
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significantly fewer parents were in the professions, or
working as proprietors, clerks, sales personnel, and
draftsmen. Significantly greater number of parents were
factory operatives, laborers, and domestic servants.^0
There is good reason to believe, however, that the
statistics do not accurately reflect the actual situation;
some special surveys such as central registrations reveal
that there is practically as much behavior resembling
delinquency in relatively privileged homes, private schools,
and "good" neighborhoods as there is in the lower economic
classes, public and parochial schools, and blighted
ecological areas.
Almost all efforts to discover characteristics that
differentiate juveniles who violate legal norms from those
who do not have compared institutional and noninstitutional
populations. Though many researchers still employ a
"delinquent" or "criminal" sample from institutions, there
is growing awareness that the process through which boys and
girls are selected to populate our "correctional"
institutions may cause such comparisons studies to distort
seriously the true picture of illegal behavior. John Clark
and Eugene Wenninger conducted a study in which they found
that they failed to detect any significant differences in
illegal behavior rates among the social classes of rural and
^^William C. Kvaraceus, "Juvenile Delinquency and
Social Class," Journal of Educational Sociology Vol. 18
(1954) pp. 51-54.
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small urban areas.It was also found that there were
significant differences, both in quantity and quality of
illegal acts, among communities or "status areas," each
consisting of one predominant socio-economic class. The
lower class areas had higher illegal behavior rates,
particularly in the more serious types of offenses.
It has long been thought that poverty in the family is
a causative factor in juvenile delinquency, even though on
the surface this appears to be a contradiction of the
statistics of apprehension and court intake, which show a
rise in rate in periods of economic prosperity and a decline
in depression. The theory is that a family of low income,
even when it enjoys prosperity, demonstrates relative
neglect of the children by the hard-pressed parents,
together with such conditions as crowding and ecological
segregation in areas of higher delinquency risks.
Most studies of arrest, court, and institutionalized
cases reveal a large proportion of economic marginality in
the families. The occupational backgrounds of fathers of
delinquents show a disproportionate number of unskilled and
semiskilled workers, and there is a similar disproportion of
employed mothers, more so in the case of delinquent girls
21john Clark and Eugene Wenninger, "Socio-economic
Class and Area as Correlates of Illegal Behavior Among
Juveniles," American Sociological Review (December 1962),
Vol. 27, No. 6, p. 829.
^^Barron, The Juvenile in Delinquent Society, p. 138.
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than boys. A pattern of low economic status may be largely
an outcome of skewness in arrest, court, and institution
intake.23 The assumption of police and administrators is
that children of such families are more likely to be
delinquent and that their parents are unable to care for
them. At the same time the wealthy and otherwise privileged
families are more able to shield their delinquent children
from the police and courts. In other words, there may be an
apparent rather than a real substantiation of the theory.
It is conceivable that deviant behavior such as
delinquency is induced by the compensatory projection of
parental ambition. Many parents of low occupational level
and limited financial resources may try to reach their goals
vicariously through their children.24 Merton has reported
that in a research project on the social organization of
public housing developments he found that the lower the
occupational level of parent, the larger the proportion who
aspired for a professional career for their children.
Should this finding be confirmed in other research one may
be able to say that those parents least equipped to provide
opportunity for their children exert the most intense
23Barron, The Juvenile in Delinquent Society, p. 132.
24 Ibid.
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pressure upon their children for high achievement, a pattern
that invites deviant behavior.
Studies have been conducted that focus in on sex
differences and social class as it impacts delinquent
behaviors. It was found in a study conducted by Pamela
Richards that in a middle class population, there is little
evidence that suggests marked differences in the delinquent
activities reported by girls and boys.^® Another focus is
on the impact of high school and adolescent experiences
therein, upon the relationship between social class and
delinquency. A paper presented by Timothy Hartnagel found
that- the issue has been debated in terms of two competing
perspectives. On the one hand, there are those
researchers who regard the high school as a more important
source of delinquency than social class; and on the other
hand, there is the view that the high school is best
interpreted as the crucial intervening variable mediating
the relationship between social class and delinquency. The
contending perspectives have been labeled the school status
and class background theories of delinquency.
^^Robert Merton, "Social Structure and Anomie," Social
Theory and Social Structure Glencoe, The Free Press, (1959),
p. 148.
^^Pamela Richards, "Quantitative and Qualitative Sex
Differences in Middle Class Delinquency," Criminology, Vol.
18-19 (May 1980-February 1982), p. 27.
^^Timothy Hartnagel, "Class, Schooling and Delinquency:
A Further Examination," Canadian Journal on Criminology,
Vol. 24 (1982), p. 35.
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In advanced industrial societies, the probability of
delinquent status is associated with the lowest social
strata, and the probability of lower class status is
associated with the most serious forms of delinquency.
Otherwise, the class-crime relationship is a myth. Class-
based theories are more likely to find empirical support in
less developed societies where people are classified at
birth into groups with distinct views of life, distinct
values, and distinct socialization practices. Since
education plays a part in minimizing these differences,
access to the school system also plays a part in this
minimization. In Korea, official statistics indicate that
criminal behavior is largely confined to the lower class.
The findings of a self-report study of 418 middle and high
school youth in Seoul showed that access to the regular
school system tended to reduce involvement of lower class
boys in delinquent behavior. Apart from access to the
educational system, the probability of delinquent status is
associated with lower class status, and the probability of
lower class status is associated with criminal or delinquent
status. Thus, class remains an important factor in the
explanation of delinquency when educational opportunity is
lacking.
J. Blomme disagrees with this report and states that
although many studies have examined the relationship between
2®Axenroth, "Social Class and Delinquency," p. 121.
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social class and delinquency, there is little agreement
encouraging this relationship.^9 Juveniles from the lower
social class are overrepresented in official statistics, but
self-reported studies indicate that youths from the upper
middle socioeconomic class commit more deviant acts than
might be expected in view of official statistics. The
abundance of empirical data has led to polarization which
accentuates the controversy between studies based on
official delinquency measures and those based on self-
reported delinquency.
Nye goes on to reiterate that most attempts to
elucidate the relationship between juvenile delinquency and
socioeconomic level indicate that delinquency is primarily a
phenomenon associated with lower economic strata.^® These
studies have used court records, police files, and other
official records of delinquency. These bases are adequate,
within certain limitations, for an examination of ’’official
delinquency,” but are unreliable as an index of ’’delinquent
behavior” in the general population. Estimates of the
extent of delinquent behavior in the general population
indicates that such behavior may be more evenly distributed
in the various socioeconomic strata than official records
Blomme, ’’Social Class and Juvenile Delinquency: A
Secondary Analysis of the Empirical Research Literature,”
Criminology Vol. 25, No. 4, (1983), p. 14.
^*^Nye, Family Relationship and Delinquent Behavior, p.
23.
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would lead one to believe. Austin Porterfield found that
college students committed many more delinquent acts than
commonly known, and that these delinquent acts were as
serious as those which brought other young people, less
fortunate economically, into court. Research by Fred
Murphy, based on the case histories of adolescents, yielded
similar results.It is the opinion that the use of a
measure of delinquent behavior rather than official records
of delinquency will yield results somewhat different from
those supporting the traditional conceptions of the status
distribution of delinquency.
Parental Absence and Delinquent Behavior
The broken home, in which one or both parents are
absent because of divorce, desertion, separation, death, or
commitment to an institution, is thought to be conducive to
a high incidence of juvenile delinquency because of
deficiencies in parental affection and discipline.
Empirical studies have failed to agree with regard to
this theory.Some show a high proportion of broken homes
among delinquents, whereas others show a much lower
incidence of broken homes. Studies have concluded that
broken homes are less important as a casual factor than was
^^Ibid., p. 24.
^^Edwin H. Sutherland, Principles of Criminology
(Philadelphia: Lippincott, 1957), p. 159.
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concluded by earlier studies.The latter study overlooked
the fact that the incidence of broken homes increases with
the age of the children studied. Also, they did not
recognize any selective bias in the fact that there is an
increase in the frequency of broken homes as one progresses
from court arraignments to institutional commitments. They
did not take into consideration the fact that the delinquent
child from a broken home is more likely to be
institutionalized than the delinquent from a complete home
whose problem is otherwise adjusted. Those who report the
offense and make the arrest, the teacher and the juvenile
court judge, are more likely to think that the broken home
is unsatisfactory and commitment would be preferable, than
they would in the case of a complete home.^^ Investigations
in earlier studies were naively impressed by the much higher
percentage of broken homes among institutionalized
delinquents than that in the general population. One such
investigator compared the proportion of broken homes among
reform school cases with that of children in three New York
city public schools. He found not only the expected
differential but also a closer connection between
^^Clifford Shaw and Henry McKay, "Are Broken Homes a
Causative Factor in Juvenile Delinquency?" Social Factors,
Vol. 10 (1932), p. 250.
^^Barron, The Juvenile in Delinquent Society, p. 142.
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delinquency and the loss of the mother than the loss of the
father.
It is realized that in the measurement of the extent of
broken homes among juvenile delinquents and control groups
consideration must be given to the ethnic background of the
samples. The incidence of broken homes show wide variation
by race, nativity, and nationality. The proportion of
delinquents known to the courts varies by ethnic groups, the
general child population is not represented unselectively in
court intake for ethnic background. For example, Jewish
delinquents with a low broken home rate tend to be
underrepresented because of the provision of private
facilities for their care; Black delinquents, however, with
a high rate of broken homes, are over represented because of
a lack of private facilities for their care. This shows how
the disproportionate number of broken home families among
court and institutionalized causes may be a result of the
ethnic distribution of the case.^^
Most research studies, while they agree with earlier
studies that the incidence of broken homes is higher for
delinquents than for non-delinquents, even when such factors
as age and ethnic background are considered, claim that this
does not necessarily prove a casual relation, but merely
^^John Slawson, The Delinquent Boy; A Socio-
Psycholoqical Study (Boston: Badger, 1926), p. 354.
^^Barron, The Juvenile in Delinquent Society, p. 142.
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strongly suggests one. An important obstacle to casual
conclusiveness here is the lack of data about the proportion
of broken homes for the whole population. Perhaps if such
information were available a much greater proportion of the
non-delinquent children would be seen to have broken homes
than is now assumed. Consideration of the divorce rate and
the rate of mental illness should lead one to see how unreal
the usual concept of normal family experience actually is.^”^
In studying the success of single parent families, Ann
Barry found that much of the success suggested counseling
implications.^® In relation to families where the fathers
are absent, it was suggested by James Daum that male
delinquents whose fathers were present attained higher moral
maturity scores than those whose fathers were absent.®^
The broken home, once thought to be the prime villain
of delinquency, is considered a key variable by Monahan, who
notes the higher rates of broken homes among female than
male delinquents. In observing the differential effect of
broken homes on girls, J. Toby noted that adolescent males
are weakly controlled in both well-integrated and
®'^Lois Murphy, "Cultural Factors in the Development of
Children," Childhood Education Vol. 23 (1946), p. 56.
®®Ann Barry, "A Research Project on Successful Single
Parent Families," The American Journal of Family Therapy
Vol. 7 No. 3 (Fall 1979), p. 24.
®^James Daum, "Fathers' Absence and Moral Development
of Male Delinquents," Psychological Reports Vol. 53,
(August/December 1983), p. 47.
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disorganized families, while girls in well-integrated
families get firm supervision, which the disorganized family
is unable to provide. Therefore a girl from a broken home
is more influenced by criminogenic factors.Even though
more children from broken homes, as compared to unbroken
homes, become delinquent, the critical concern to some is
not the break, but the fact that death, divorce, or
desertion connote tension and unsatisfactory emotional
relationships. A cohesive family insulates a child against
the antisocial influences of peer group and neighborhood. A
well-integrated home lessens the attractions of the
delinquent gang.
Nye suggests that children of broken homes are over¬
represented in state institutions for delinquent children.
As a category they commit slightly more delinquent behavior
in high school than those from unbroken homes. Their
chances of being sent to an institution are, however, more
than twice as great as is the case for children from
unbroken homes. This suggests differential reaction to
their delinquent behavior by law enforcement and judicial
agencies, and perhaps by parents and the general public as
well.
^^Eldefonso, Law Enforcement and The Youthful Offender,
p. 131.
^^Nye, Family Relationship and Delinquent Behavior, p.
47.
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Thomas Johnson stated in an article that if juveniles
who come to the attention of the court are to be helped to
stay out of further trouble that some form of intervening
with their families is necessary.It is one thing to sit
down to interview a family intending to talk with parents
about their delinquent offspring and another to induce all
of the members of that same family to relate to one another
so as to understand how they deal with one another about
matters which are of importance to them, or to induce them
to alter their ways of dealing with one another. It is not
only important, but necessary to intervene in family systems
in ways that will promote the development of more effective
and more socially functional systems. Unless the family is
able to see itself in a new light and alter its functioning
one may expect a continuation of problems.To take a
youthful offender out of his family setting where he is
subject to the family system and deal with him by placing
him in detention, in a disciplinary school, or other setting
may be useful, even necessary, but from the point of view of
helping him keep clear of the law in the future such action
is almost irrelevant.
There are times when youngsters need a haven away from
the family, but unless something happens so that the family
^^Thomas Johnson, "The Juvenile Offender and His
Family," Juvenile Justice Vol. 26, No. 1 (February 1975), p.
31.
43 Ibid., p. 34.
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can change he cannot go home again with any positive
expectations. A troubled youngster needs help, but
categorically, so does his family.Taking him out of a
troubling situation is wasted time, money, and energy if he
is placed back in the same situation again.
Juvenile Delinquency
Juvenile delinquency describes the antisocial behavior
of many different types of youths who are in trouble or on
the verge of trouble with the law.^^ The delinquent may
range from a normally mischievous youngster or a youth who
is unwittingly involved in delinquent activities, to the
youth who knowingly and purposely commits offenses. In
general, juvenile delinquency, is a catchall term; it means
different things to different people. To some the manner of
attire--for example, wearing mod clothing or having long
hair—is sufficient to label a child delinquent; to the
suburban homeowner, a delinquent may mean a youth who rides
his bicycle across the lawn; and to one accustomed to
reading sensationalistic newspaper headlines about teen¬
agers, the term delinquent conjures up images of a youthful
hoodlum who spends his time engaged in committing robbery,
^^Ibid.
^^Edward Eldefonso, Process and Impact of the Juvenile
Justice System (London: Glencoe Press, 1976), p. 2.
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rape, and murder.These are three popular and obviously
varied misconceptions of juvenile delinquency.
Delinquency is neither an entity nor a disease, nor is
it even analogous to a disease. Delinquents are not
necessarily sick people, either literally or figuratively.
Under California Law, a juvenile delinquent is defined as
"any person who is under the age of 18 years when he
violates any law of the state or of the United States or any
ordinance of any city or county of this state defining crime
or who, after having been found by the juvenile court to be
a person described in Section 601, fails to obey any lawful
order of the juvenile court, is within the jurisdiction of
the juvenile court . . . ."47 Thus by definition,
practically every child within the age limit is, or will be,
a delinquent. To choose an arbitrary subcategory such as
"court delinquent" is helpful for extremes of most of the
minor offenders, and yet some serious offenders are never
brought into court. But even the "real" delinquent is
difficult to categorize. Two boys have nothing in common
but the fact that each violated the law, one caught in an
armed robbery and the other caught stealing a soda pop from
a grocery store, may both fit into the same legal
pigeonhole, but obviously, they do not share a common
^^Ibid., p. 3.
'^'^Ibid. , p. 3.
33
psychological category.'^® It has been found that the label
delinquent cannot be used without qualification as though it
denoted a conmion set of facts or a specific kind of person.
We cannot assume that because a boy was in court he was in
fact a member of some subspecies of human beings.
Delinquency involves cases of children alleged to have
committed an offense that if committed by an adult would be
a crime. It also covers cases of children alleged to have
violated specific ordinances or regulatory laws that apply
only to children, such as curfew regulations, school
attendance laws, restriction on use of alcohol and tobacco,
and children variously designated as beyond control,
ungovernable, incorrigible, runaway, or in need of
supervision.^^ According to National Juvenile Court
statistics, the latter two groups account for over 25
percent of the total number of delinquent children appearing
before juvenile courts and between 25 and 30 percent of the
population of state institutions for delinquent children.^®
Conceptual Framework of Reference
There appears to this author to be a common trend of
the impact of parent-child relationship, socioeconomic level
^^ibid.
"^^Ibid. , p. 99.
^®The President's Commission on Law Enforcement and
Administration of Justice. Task Force Report: A Juvenile
Delinquency and Youth Crime (Washington, D.C.: U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1967), p. 4.
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and parental absence upon delinquent behaviors in juveniles.
It is felt that there must be some type of positive
relationship within the family in order that the youth does
not express delinquent tendencies. The more favorable the
relationship the less likely a youth will become delinquent
as found by Ng, 1980; Weller, 1983; and Hanson, 1984.
There is no significant relationship between family bonds
and sex differences. According to Cantor, 1982, the
evidence is about the same for both males and females.
Socioeconomic level is a major determinant of juvenile
delinquency. Although it has been shown that police and
official records play a major part as a determinant of this
factor. It has been found by Richards, 1982; Hartnagel,
1982; and Axenroth, 1984, that the lower the social class
the higher the rate of delinquency. Blomme, 1983 disagrees
with this statement expressing that there is little
agreement on the subject as well as supportive evidence.
Families headed by two parents are more likely to have
a higher success rate than single-headed families. It is
suggested that the success of single-head families is found
in counseling per Ann Barry, 1979. In families where the
father is absent, males attain a lower moral maturity and
are apt to join in delinquent behaviors.
In exploring theoretical perspectives the biogenic
theories consider humans strictly from a biological
viewpoint; they range from the belief that the physical
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appearance of criminals and delinquents is different from
that of non-criminals to the suggestion that many criminals
and delinquents have a different chromosomal make-up than do
non-criminals and non-delinquents. The sociogenic theories
consider hiimans as social beings who learn behavior from any
number of segments of society or the culture with which they
interact. Where a person lives, how his parents and
teachers treat him, who his friends are, and how he
interacts with them all combine to influence behavior
whether criminal/delinquent or noncriminal/non-delinquent.
The psychogenic theory ascribes to the criminal and
delinquent attitudes, opinions, feelings, and potentials
that differ from those of the non-criminal and non¬
delinquent .
In reference to this study, the psychiatric theory of
delinquent behavior was explored. The psychiatric theory
that delinquent conduct is largely the result of childhood
experiences in the family, while declining is still popular.
The prominent belief is that parents are responsible for
preparing their children for adult life and that there is a
relation between early childhood training and behavior in
adulthood.The psychiatric position, however, implies
that certain childhood experiences have effects which
^^Eldefonso, Process of Juvenile Justice System, p. 189.
^^Clinard Marshall, Sociology of Deviant Behavior (New
York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1974), p. 197.
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transcend all other social and cultural experiences. These
proponents suggest that certain childhood incidents or
family relationships lead to the formation of certain types
of personalities which contain within themselves seeds of
deviant or conforming behavior, irrespective of culture.
Thus childhood is the arena in which personality traits
toward or away from deviance developed, and a person's
behavior after the childhood years is fundamentally the
acting out of tendencies formed at that time. Thus
essentially these proponents offer the following psychiatric
model for explaining delinquent behavior:
1. All deviant behavior is a product of something irt
the individual, such as personal disorganization or
"maladjusted" personality. Deviants are individuals who are
psychologically "sick" persons. Culture is seen not as a
determinant of deviant and conforming behavior, but rather
as the context within which these tendencies are expressed.
2. All persons at birth have certain inherent basic
needs, in particular the need for emotional security.
3. Deprivation of universal needs during early
childhood leads to the formation of particular personality
traits. Childhood experiences, such as emotional conflicts,
largely, but not exclusively determine personality structure
and thus the pattern of behavior in later life. The degree
of conflict, disorder, retardation, or injury to the
personality will vary directly with the degree of
deprivation.
4. By affecting his personality structure, a child's
family experiences largely determine his behavior pattern in
later life, whether deviant or non-deviant. The need for
the mother to provide maternal affection is particularly
stressed.
5. A high degree of certain so-called general
personality traits, such as emotional insecurity,
53 Ibid., p. 198.
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immaturity, feelings of inadequacy, inability to display
affection, and aggression characterize the deviant, but not
the nondeviant. Such traits are the product of early
childhood experiences in the family. It is argued that
because a child's first experiences with others are within
the family group, traits arising there from the basis for
the entire structure of personality. Deviant behavior is
often a way of dealing successfully with such personality
traits; for example immature or emotionally insecure persons
may commit crimes, or emotionally insecure persons may drink
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The cross-sectional survey design was used in the
planning of this study. This is the collecting of data to
determine whether the relationship exists between two or
more quantifiable variables. The degree of relationship
exists in a form of correlations coefficient, as
diagrammatically shown below:
R = random sample of population
X = administration of the independent variable




The Cobb County Juvenile Court in Marietta, Georgia was
selected as the location for acquiring participants for this
study. This site was selected as it provides services to
juvenile delinquents in Cobb County. The Cobb County
Juvenile Court began its service to the community in March
of 1952. In 1973, the Cobb County Juvenile Hall was deeded
to the State of Georgia, and it is now operated by the
Georgia Department of Human Resources as a Regional Youth
Development Center which provides both detention for
juvenile offenders and shelter care for deprived children.
Throughout the past several years, the court has continued
to distinguished itself as a model juvenile court through
the implementation of new programs and unique approaches to
the problems of troubled youth and juvenile justice
delivery.
In conducting the study, the probation department was
largely used. Basic to the proper functioning of the court
is the enforcement of court orders, which is the primary
responsibility of the case-load probation officers. The
case-load probation officers monitor closely the behavior of
children who have been placed on probation or under court
supervision. Normally, such orders of probation include
specific terms and conditions to which the child must adhere
in order to successfully complete probation. Case-load
probation officers must ensure that each youngster assigned
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to them abides by the probation conditions. If the child
does not comply, the probation officer must remedy such non-
compliance or move the court to consider revocation of the
child's probation. In addition to this law enforcement
aspect of the probation officer's duties, he must also serve
as a counselor and confidant for each child, assisting the
youngster in making a satisfactory adjustment to his role in
society.
Children who are adjudicated as delinquent or unruly
are assigned to probation officers and these were the youth
that were used for this study. The youth were placed on
probation for various acts as burglary, assault, minor
possession of drugs or alcohol, traffic violations, runaway,
and truancy. These youths were randomly selected. They
came from various ethnic groups and religious backgrounds,
and ranged from the ages of 6 to 16. The distribution of 50
questionnaires was given to the 10 probation officers who
randomly selected youth from their case loads to complete
the questionnaire. The probation officers conducted the
interview with the youth due to confidentiality and returned
the completed questionnaires.
Instrumentation
In order to explore the impact of parent-child
relationship, socioeconomic level and parental absence upon
delinquent behaviors in juveniles, it was decided that
secondary information from studies already conducted would
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be a useful tool, however, in order to make the variables
impact on delinquent behavior it was determined that the
most valuable method would be to survey youth who were
involved in the juvenile court system. The main tool for
the survey was the questionnaire. The items for the
questionnaire came from the Clinical Measurement Package
developed by Walter Hudson.^ The questionnaire consisted of
items pertaining to deviancy, child's attitude toward mother
(CAM), child's attitude toward father (CAP), index of family
relations (IFR). The questionnaire consisted of 48 items.
Statistical Analysis
For the purpose of this study, Chi square, Cramer's V,
and Pearson's R were used. Chi square (x^) is a
nonparametric test of significance for differences between
two or more samples whereby expected frequencies are
compared against obtained frequencies. The values range
from .05 to .01 levels of confidence. Cramer's V is an
alternative to the contingency coefficient which measures
the degree of association for nominal data. Pearson's R (R)
is also used in determining if there is a relationship
between two or more variables and utilizes interval level
data.
^Walter Hudson. The Clinical Measurement Package, 1974.
CHAPTER IV
RESULTS AND FINDINGS
Chi Square and Pearson's R were used in looking at the
significance of the relationship between the independent
variables of parent-child relationship, socio-economic level
and parental absence and the dependent variable of
delinquent behaviors in juveniles. For the purpose of
looking at the data in concrete terms, the means and
standard deviation were computed in table form. The
variables of socioeconomic level and parental absence of
either parent are tabulated demographically concentrating on
frequency and percentage.
Table 1 describes the means and standard deviation of
delinquent behavior in looking at various activities of
youth who exhibit delinquent behaviors.
Tables 2, 3, and 4 show the means and standard
deviation of the child's attitude toward his or her mother,
father, and family as a whole.
Tables 5 and 6 demographically describe the frequency




MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATION OF
DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
Items Means Standard Deviation
1. Fight with Parents 1.723 1.155
2. Hit an Instructor 4.362 1.293
3. Gotten into
Serious Fight 3.660 1.290
4. Taken Part in a
Fight 3.766 1.322
5. Hurt Someone Badly 4.191 1.393
6. Used a Knife of Gun 4.574 1.058
7. Taken Something
Worth Under $50 3.191 1.362
8. Taken Something
Worth above $50 3.511 1.627
9. Taken Something
from Store 3.234 1.521
10. Taken Part of a Car
without Permission 4.255 1.206
11. Gone into Some House
without Permission 3.574 1.281
12. Set Fire on Property 4.234 1.463
13. Damaged School
Property on Purpose 4.298 1.267
14. Damaged Property on
Purpose 4.511 1.231
15. Runaway from Home 3.681 1.235
16. Have Drunken Liquor 2.340 1.605
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TABLE 2
MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATION
OF CHILD'S ATTITUDE TOWARDS MOTHER
Item Means Standard Deviation
1. I Get along with
My Mother 3.404 1.280
2. I Can Really
Trust my Mother 4.106 1.202
3. I Really Enjoy
My Mother 3.447 1.230
4. My Mother is
Terrific 3.574 1.137
5. My Mother is
Patient with me 3.383 1.453
6. I Really Like My
Mother 3.766 1.237
7. I Like Being with
My Mother 3.383 1.226
8. I Feel Proud of
My Mother 3.553 1.380
9. I can Depend on
My Mother 3.660 1.307
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TABLE 3
MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATION
OF CHILD'S ATTITUDE TOWARD FATHER
Item Means Standard Deviation
1. I Get Along Well
My Father 3.191 1.541
2. I Really Trust
My Father 3.319 1.576
3. I Really Enjoy
My Father 3.191 1.527
4. My Father is
Terrific 3.064 1.495
5. My Father is
Patient with Me 3.191 1.541
6. I Really Like
My Father 3.170 1.508
7. I Like Being with
My Father 3.170 1.523
8. I Feel Proud of
My Father 3.213 1.531
9. I Can Really
Depend on My Father 3.213 1.667
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TABLE 4
MEAN AND STANDARD DEVIATION
OF INDEX OF FAMILY RELATIONS
Item Means Standard Deviation
1. My Family Care
About Each Other 3.851 1.063
2. My Family is
Terrific 3.426 1.175
3. I Really Enjoy
My Family 3.489 1.120
4. I Can Really Depend
on My Family 3.532 1.231
5. I Get Along with
My Family 3.426 1.156
6. Family Members Are
Good to One Another 3.340 1.166
7. Members of Family Are
Well Respected 3.489 1.196
8. There is Love in
My Family 3.468 1.213
9. My Family Gets
Along Well 3.340 1.128
10. My Family is a
Great Joy to Me 3.489 1.177
11. I Feel Proud of
My Family 3.553 1.265
12. My Family is a
Source of Comfort 3.362 1.241
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TABLE 5
FREQUENCY AND PERCENT OF
PARENTAL ABSENCE OF EITHER PARENT
Items Frequency Percent
1. Both Parents 14 29.8
2. Mother Only 17 36.2





6. Other Guardian 2 4.3
TOTAL 47 100.0
TABLE 6
FREQUENCY AND PERCENT OF
FAMILY INCOME LEVELS
Items Frequency Percent
1. 8,000-14,000 10 21.3
2. 15,000-21,000 6 12.8
3. 22,000-28,000 8 17.0
4. 29,000-35,000 9 19.1
5. 36,000-42,000 7 14.9




HYPOTHESIS 1; There is no significant relationship between
parent-child relationship and delinquent
behavior
To test for this hypothesis, the cross tabulation was
performed using the SPSSX batch system to determine the
relationship between parent-child relationship and
delinquent behavior. The result of the statistical analysis
from the cross tabulation showed =33.22, df = 2, and
p>0.005. Thus, we reject the null hypothesis and accept the
research hypothesis that there is a significant relationship
between parent-child relationship and delinquent behavior.
From the result of Cramer's V(V = 0.84) we can conclude
that the nature of the relationship is strong. Findings
from the review of literature substantiates this conclusion.
Family life is the most important interaction
contributing to juvenile delinquency. John Lofland, 1969;
Agnes Ng, 1980; and Ivan Nye, 1973, all conclude this in
various studies they have conducted in determining the
impact of family relations on delinquent behavior. Studies
also indicate that females have more favorable family bonds
than do males and non-delinquents than do delinquents.
The general attitude of most researchers is that there
is some significant impact of parent-child relationship on
delinquent behavior and depending on the impact of the
family bond, this determines whether or not the child will
become involved in delinquent acts. Unsatisfactory parent-
child relationships have long been suspected of causing
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delinquency. The theory is that the child engages in
delinquent and other anti-social behavior as a result of
parental failure in socialization of the child. There is a
decline of the family common objectives without offering
substitute forms for the socialization of the child.
HYPOTHESIS 2: There is no significant relationship between
parental absence of either parent and
delinquent behavior.
To test this hypothesis, the cross tabulation was
performed using the SPSSX batch system to determine the
relationship between parental absence of either parent and
delinquent behavior. The result of the statistical analysis
from the cross tabulation showed = 29.94, df = 5,
p>0.005. Thus, we reject the null hypothesis and accept the
research hypothesis that there is a significant relationship
between parental absence of either parent and delinquent
behavior.
From the Cramer's V (V=0.7) we can conclude that the
nature of the relationship is strong.
According to the literature, the broken home, once
thought to be the prime villain of delinquency, is
considered a key variable. Studies show a disagreement with
regard to this theory. Some studies show a high proportion
of broken homes among delinquents, whereas others show a
much lower incidence of broken homes. There is also the
belief of researchers that reports do not take into account
that most delinquents who come from broken homes are more
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likely to be institutionalized than delinquents who come
from families with both parents. The literature also
concludes that the disproportionate number of broken home
families among court and institutionalized cases may be a
result of the ethnic distribution of the case.
For the most part, a major portion of the literature
substantiates the results that there is a significant
relationship between parental absence and delinquent
behavior.
HYPOTHESIS 3; There is no significant relationship between
socio-economic level and delinquent behavior.
To test this hypothesis, the cross tabulation was
performed using the SPSSX batch system to determine the
relationship between socio-economic level and delinquent
behavior. The result of the statistical analysis from the
cross tabulation showed R = 0.72010, df = 5, p>0.005. Thus,
we reject the null hypothesis and accept the research
hypothesis that there is a significant relationship between
socio-economic level and delinquent behavior.
Some of the literature states that there is no
significant relationship between socioeconomic level and
delinquent behavior. Researchers believe that youth from
every economic level have the same potential to commit
deviant acts. They conclude that delinquent behavior
performed by middle and upper class youth are more likely to
be recorded in police, court and statistical reports. It is
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the feeling of researchers that if studies were conducted
from facts gathered from other sources rather than police
and court reports there would be a noticeable parallel of
the delinquent acts committed by middle and upper class
youth with lower class youth. The wealthy and otherwise
privileged families are more able to shield their delinquent
children from the police and courts.
On the other hand, there is also the findings that
socio-economic level has an impact on delinquent behavior.
Some researchers have concluded from their studies that
youth from lower economic levels are more likely to commit
deviant acts than are youth from middle and upper classes.
It was found that in Korea, official statistics indicated
that criminal behavior was largely confined to lower class.
Determinants of socio-economic level as a causation of
delinquency is not yet clear. Results from the study showed
a high percentage of delinquency from families in the middle
to mid-upper economic strata. There is a need for further
research in this area.
The literature for the most part substantiated the
findings concluded from the test, although there are some
questions about the reliability of various statistical data
as it involves socio-economic level and parental absence.
The literature reflects that there is a significant
relationship between parent-child relationship, socio-
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economic level and parental absence on delinquent behaviors
in juveniles.
This gives some implication for the need of more
understanding and theoretical knowledge in attempting to
bring about change in these areas when providing services to
youth who exhibit delinquent behavior in their family.
CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS
Theories of crime and delinquency emphasizing social
structure have sought to explain crime and delinquency as
normal rather than abnormal or pathological social behavior.
By normal it means that something is a characteristic
feature of social life. Then why are certain people deviant
and others not? This question was answered by looking at
the three variable of parent-child relationship, socio¬
economic level and parental absence and how they impact on
delinquent behavior.
In the overview of historical data as compared with the
current findings, they both suggest that there is a strong
impact of parent-child relationship, socio-economic level
and parental absence upon delinquent behaviors in juveniles.
Early society felt that juveniles who exhibited
delinquent behavior were born that way. Studies have proven
that this idea is false and that there are various social
and family factors that contribute to delinquent behavior.
The psychiatric theory addresses this fact and states that
it is the product of the child's early family life which
constitutes delinquent behavior. This indicates a need for
social workers to explore the area of delinquency not only
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within the child, but with the various systems that the
child interacts to provide effective services to youth who
exhibit delinquent behavior.
Implications for Social Workers
A theory is a way of explaining a specific phenomenon
and/or behavior. It is based on known facts formulated into
a system that can be used to predict other phenomenon or
behavior. A workable theory of crime and delinquent
behavior would be very useful to persons in the field of
social work. It would be particularly helpful in designing
programs and strategies to better serve the clients in the
correctional system. This has various implications for
social workers who work closely with these clients as well
as those social workers in other areas of social work who
encounter the issues of parent-child relationship, socio¬
economic level and parental absence.
There is a need for social workers to work closely with
families in assisting to bring about closer family bonds and
in providing parents with the necessary skills in the
socialization process of their children. Communication is a
factor that is lacking in most families. It is the role of
the social worker to introduce to the family the various
modes of communication and the effective ways of
communicating with one another. This will bring about some
unity within the home creating closer family bonds.
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As has been stated before, when working with and
counseling the youth it is important to incorporate all
family members in the counseling process. It is unhealthy
to bring about change with the youth and to let the family
remain the same. It will only create continued delinquent
behavior in the youth and all work done with the youth will
be useless. The family must change as the youth changes in
creating a positive environment.
The homeless are becoming a growing population for
social workers. Their plight for employment and economic
stability is becoming a causative factor in juvenile
delinquency. Youth are needed to steal and burglarize in
order to provide money and food for the homeless family.
These delinquent acts for survival soon turn into normal
daily activity for these youth until they become yet another
statistic in the juvenile courts.
There is a growing need for programs to assist these
homeless persons in acquiring some type of income assistance
or unskilled labor. This illustrates a need for social
workers to initiate these services in attempting to control
the growing rate of delinquency among the homeless.
The same ideas apply to families on welfare. The
system does not provide the "realistic'* needs, so the youth
is again given the responsibility of providing the needed
money and food for the family. Here the social worker has
the same role in providing income assistance and training
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for unskilled or semi-skilled labor in attempting to bring
about a decrease in the growing rate of delinquency.
Juvenile delinquency is not only a problem of the
homeless and those at the lowest income level, but is also
found in middle class and upper class families. There is a
need for families to instill in these youth a sense of
responsibility for their actions and community recreational
facilities are needed in providing positive social
activities for the youth who are faced with the many facets
of crime and delinquency.
In working with families, social workers are becoming
aware of the increasing number of single parent headed
households. There is little or no structure in many of
these families and the youth are free to act as they please.
The parent has the sole responsibility of providing for the
family which leaves little or no time in the disciplining
and socializing of these younger family members. These
youth have no guidance and many choose to associate
themselves with gangs in attempting to create a family bond
with others. This is an implication for social workers to
provide services in assisting the parent to facilitate
"quality" time with the other family members in providing
the guidance and the discipline needed. There is also a
need for programs such as Big Brothers/Big Sisters that
attempt to substitute positive role models for the parent
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that is absent from the home in bringing about positive
feelings and actions within the youth.
There is a growing need for social workers to become
aware of and have a clear understanding of the various
causative factors involved in delinquent behavior. Many of
the social issues that social workers are currently working
with have been found to be determinants of delinquent
behavior. With a clear understanding of the issues and how
they affect the youth and his family, the social worker is
better able to provide the necessary services and programs
in an attempt to bring about change in juvenile delinquency.
With the growing number of youth becoming involved in
the court system, further research is needed in studying the
causative factors of delinquency. It is suggested that in
conducting further research, a larger population of youth be
interviewed in giving a more accurate perception of the
problem. More variables need to be tested such as, peer
relations, self-esteem, other demographic features and etc.
. . This information would provide further understanding in
the causation of delinquency and ways in which social
workers could better provide services to this population as
well as initiate effective preventive techniques.
APPENDIX
THE IMPACT OF PARENT-CHILD RELATIONS SOCIOECONOMIC LEVEL,
AND PARENTAL ABSENCE ON DELINQUENT BEHAVIORS IN JUVENILES
This questionnaire is designed to measure the impact of
parent-child relations, socioeconomic level and parental
absence on delinquent behaviors in juveniles. It is not a
test, so there are no right and wrong answers. Answer each
item as carefully and accurately as you can by placing a
number beside each one as follows:
1 5 or more times






1. Argued or had a fight with either of your parents
2. Hit an instructor
3. Gotten into a serious fight in school or at home
4. Taken part in a fight where a group of your friends
were against another group
5. Hurt someone badly enough to need bandages or a
doctor




7. Taken something not belonging to you worth
under $50
8. Taken something not belonging to you worth over
$50
9. Taken from a store without paying for it
10. Taken part of a car without permission of the
owner
11. Gone into some house or building when you weren’t
suppose to be there
12. Set fire to someone's property on purpose
13. Damaged school property on purpose
14. Damaged property at work on purpose
15. Run away from home
16. Drank beer or liquor without parents' permission
Answer each item as carefully and accurately as you can by
placing a number beside each one as follows:
1 Rarely or none of the time
2 A little of the time
3 Some of the time
4 Good part of the time
5 Most or all of the time
Please begin:
Child's Attitude Toward Mother (CAM)
1. I get along well with my mother
2. I feel that I can trust my mother
3. I really enjoy my mother
4. I think my mother is terrific
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5. My mother is very patient with me
6. I really like my mother
7. I like being with my mother
8. I feel proud of my mother
9. I can really depend on my mother
Child's Attitude Toward Father
1. I get along well with my father
2. I feel that I can really trust my father
3. I really enjoy my father
4. I think my father is terrific
5. My father is very patient with me
6. I really like my father
7. I like being with my father
8. I feel proud of my father
9. I can really depend on my father
Index of Family Relations (IFR)
1. The members of my family really care about each
other
2. I think my family is terrific
3. I really enjoy my family
4. I can really depend on my family
5. I can get along well with my family
6. Members of my family are really good to one
another
7. My family is well respected by those who know
us
8. There is a lot of love in my family
619.Members of my family get along well together
10. My family is a great joy to me
11. I feel proud of my family
12. My family is a real source of comfort to me
Answer the following items with a circle
Parent-child Relations
1. I live with both of my parents
my mother only
my father only
my mother and step-father
my father and step-mother
another guardian
Socioeconomic Level
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